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Brief Description of Argument to be Presented: 

Applicants claim (e.g. claim 1) that available bandwidth message is sent when particular thresholds are crossed. 
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3. Brief Description of Argument to be Presented (continued) 

bandwidth available for the link at a given time. Rather, they are based on a percentage 
of the last advertised bandwidth value. Thus Dolganow's thresholds are DEPENDENT, 
NOT INDEPENDENT, of the amount of bandwidth available for the link. 

Moreover, McLean may have thresholds that are INDEPENDENT of the amount of the 
bandwidth available for a link. However, those thresholds do not relate to thresholds for 
determining when an available bandwidth message is to be sent. Therefore, combining 
the teachings of Delano and McLean does not result in an arrangement which advertises 
an amount of available bandwidth in response to the available bandwidth having crossed 
thresholds that are independent of the link's then-available bandwidth. 

Rather, the sending of available bandwidth messages (advertising) in any combination of 
Dolganow with McLean would necessarily still use Dolganow’s scheme for deciding 
when to send them. 

* 

The fact that it might be obvious to use McLean’s thresholds in Dolganow for one 
purpose — namely for the reasons cited by the examiner-does not render it obvious to 
use McLean’s thresholds for all purposes. Since McLean is totally silent about the 
sending of bandwidth advertising messages, there is no basis to assert that the person 
of ordinary skill would be led by anything in McLean to modify Dolganow’s percentage- 
based scheme for determining when to send such messages. 

Applicants are NOT saying that there is no motivation to combine. Applicants are saying 
that any obvious combination motivated by the teachings of McLean would not have any 
affect on the criteria for sending available bandwidth messages. 
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